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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 14, 19, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, 
or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. These claims 
include plural insertion holes with lead insertions through the holes (e.g., Figure 2 embodiment). 
The claims also require plural wires and lead connectors as shown in Figure 5 (elements 24, 26, 
28). These embodiments appear to be mutually exclusive and not capable of use together. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 2, 3, 6-14, and 16-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Claims 2 and 3 set forth an improper Markush recitation since 
"or" is used in lieu of -and-. Claims 6-14 and 16-19 are vague since the preambles of these 
claims only relate to an element of the electrode assembly in lieu of the entire assembly. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1, 3, 4, 9, 1 1, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly by 
Minogue (6,134,480). The disclosed assembly includes body 13 with lead attachments 18,19 
inserted through holes in the body. The bottom surface includes an electrically conductive 
adhesive. The attachments can be metal-coated plastic (col. 3, line 9). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2, 5, 8, 15, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Minogue (6,134,480) in view of Keusch et al (4,777,954). Minogue fails to disclose the 
particular material for the body and the use of a peel-off backing. Keusch et al disclose such 
features to be conventional in the art at column 19, lines 45-55. Accordingly, the use of these 
features in Minogue would have been obvious to the skilled artisan since they relate only to 
design expedients. 

Claims 6, 7, 10, and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Minogue (6,134,480) in view of Schaefer et al (5,255,677). Minogue fails to disclose an isolation 
perforation or slit in the body as well as the particular shapes. Schaefer et al disclose such 
features (elements 42 and 56) to be well known in the art. Accordingly, the use of a perforation 
or slit in Minogue would have been obvious to the skilled artisan to permit separation of 
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electrodes if the practitioner so desires. Further, the use of a rectangle or double square shape 
would also have been mere design expedients since varying shapes are disclosed by Schaefer et 
al. 

Claims 16 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Minogue (6,134,480) in view of Keusch et al (4,777,954) as set forth supra, and further in view 
of Schaefer et al (5,255,677). The use of a perforation or slit as shown by Schaefer et al has been 
detailed supra. 

Claims 1-13 and 15-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Schaefer et al (5,255,677) in view of Keusch et al (4,777,954). Schaefer et al disclose the basic 
electrode assembly (Figures 5 and 1 1) including an isolation perforation or slit in the body as 
well as varying shapes. Schaefer et al fail to disclose the use of insertion holes with lead 
attachments. Keusch et al disclose such features to be conventional in the art at column 19, lines 
45-55. Accordingly, the use of these features in Minogue would have been obvious to the skilled 
artisan since they only relate to well known electrical attachments for electrodes to transmit 
signals. Further, the use of a rectangle or double square shape would also have been mere design 
expedients since varying shapes are disclosed by Schaefer et al. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. The other cited art disclose electrode assemblies with perforations. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lee S. Cohen whose telephone number is 571-272-4763. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 7:00-3:30. 



Application/Control Number: 10/800,438 



Page 5 



Art Unit: 3739 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Linda Dvorak can be reached on 571-272-4764. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Lee S. Cohen 
Primary Examiner 
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November 23,2005 



